Bullet points on Banshee Reeks

The original master plan adopted by the BOS included equestrian trails and parking within
Banshee Reeks.

The VOF easement does not specifically restrict use to education nor does it specifically restrict
equestrians:

e Dogs are not specifically cited in the amendment, nor are model airplanes but both are
currently allowed.

o Permitted within the buffer strips are (a) erosion control or restoration, enhancement, or
development of ecosystem functions on the Property as permitted and limited under
Section Il, Paragraph 3(iv) above, (b) fencing along or within the buffer strips, (c)
construction and maintenance of stream crossings (including improvements over the
buffer strips to access crossings) for pedestrians and vehicles, which crossings minimize
obstruction of water flow, (d) creation and maintenance of trails with unimproved
surfaces, (e) creation and maintenance of wildlife plots and natural heritage habitat, (f)
planting of trees, shrubs, grasses, or other vegetation, and (g) clearing, grading and dam
construction to create ponds (but not storm water retention or detention ponds to serve
other properties).

Equestrians are not seeking to construct new trails.

e The existing trails were created from old farm roads throughout the property.

o Existing trails are sufficiently wide and trimmed high enough to accommodate
horses.

e Trails can be adequately maintained with erosion control and restoration
methods as allowed by the easement

Parking will be at the old Evergreen Mills Park equestrian parking lot not inside Banshee
Reeks.

¢ Manure dropped next to tacking and trailers will be carried away by the user as is the
custom. This will significantly reduce the level of manure that will be on trails within
Banshee.

e The original adopted master plan had parking inside Banshee Reeks sufficient for 10
trailers and 10 cars.

Studies have shown that domestic horses do not spread invasives in their manure and they
should not spread invasives from their feet as feet are cleaned of debris prior to riding.

o See Gower, Are Horses Responsible for Introducing Invasives?

The LPAT plan which was adopted by the BOS seeks to look at ALL parks (Banshee is
listed as a preserve and park) to increase trail access to multi-use as needed.



Banshee Reeks is a perfect closed system in which to study and implement measures to
mitigate negative trail impacts, to learn best maintenance practices, and to encourage positive
multi-user interactions that will be a part of the broader LPAT system.

e It has varying terrain

¢ It has trails near streams/rivers/sensitive areas.

* No new trails need to be built, such that the greater surrounding vegetation and soil
types will not be disturbed.

e The suggested initial trails were selected as those that remained dry after several heavy
spring rains. This trail system could be expanded using minor augmentation as permitted
by the VOF easement.

o Part of the general maintenance should include monitoring the health of the trails (by
whom?) and closing sections to traffic on a temporary basis as use or weather-related
conditions dictate.



Both Karen Jones of Potomac Heritage Trails Association and I, Kelly Foltman DVM, President of
Loudoun County Equine Alliance have read and discussed FOBR’s position and justification.

Banshee Reeks is a Loudoun County property. It is not restricted or otherwise regulated by any
state or federal department. The VOF easement on this property is in perpetuity and refers to
Banshee as a park and nature preserve that allows passive use. It does not explicitly exclude
equestrians, and equestrian trail riding is a passive use. The easement was in place when the
initial county Master Plan for the park was voted on and approved by the BOS and which
provided for equestrian use and parking. Loudoun County application number CMPT-2000-
0007 dated March of 2000 indicates the uses within the master plan would have no significant
effect on ground water supply in the area and no impact on the structural capacity of the soils.
The document further states that open spaces will be used for hiking, horseback riding,
primitive camping and both casual and organized nature study. This document was signed off
on by PRCS, Building and Development, Transportation, and Community Planning. Sometime
later during the park planning process, and on the recommendation of an early FOBR group,
PRCS removed the equestrian and camping portion of the park.

The VOF easement was altered several years ago to allow for the widening and realignment of
Woods Road, but none of the uses was changed and none of the trails along buffers were
removed.

As Karen and | have shared before, equestrians are not asking to build new equestrian trails but
to make current walking trails multi-use. The cost to the county would be minimal as the
current trails are wide enough (they were all old, compacted farm roads) and would initially
require only signage and perhaps some trimming vertically to accommodate the height of a
horseback rider. We have selected the initial trails because they remained dry when we hiked
them after two large rain events and should not require any gravel etc. However, note that
gravel, referred to as “hardening”, is allowed by the VOF easement and is a recurring
recommendation for wet areas within most trail maintenance programs. If conservationists
want to position trails further from some of the Seep soils area, we could discuss redirecting
some trails to others that may require minimal gravel. However, the easement does not indicate
that trails cannot travel through any of the various buffers. They only restrict buildings. If the
1000-foot Goose creek restricted build zone and riparian buffer were used to exclude equestrian
trails, this could be extended to any stream corridor, effectively excluding equestrian trails from
most of LPAT.

Concerning the supporting documents offered by FOBR, the article “Environmental Impacts
Associated with Equestrian Trail Riding” compares uses but doesn’t clearly indicate the soil
types and terrain of the samples. As far as percentage of difference, the impact is less than the
author makes it appear. There are also recommendations and solutions that resolve equestrian
impact. These solutions are allowed by the VOF easement on Banshee Reeks.



The Occoquan Bay National Wildlife Refuge is managed by U.S. Fish and Wildlife which is a
bureau within the Department of the Interior. First, Banshee Reeks is not held to this
management body. Second, the area studied may have completely different soils etc. than
those on the Banshee Reeks property. Third, the main rationales are that there is a large trail
system close by that allows equestrian trail riding, that the refuge is understaffed to maintain
trails and there is no suitable equestrian parking.

The document on management of natural preserves by the Virginia Department of
Conservation and Recreation is for land owned by the state. Banshee Reeks is not under this
state regulation.

The final letter from the VA department of wildlife resources includes
recommendations/solutions for allowing horses into Banshee Reeks.

Parking is a recurring reason to exclude equestrians from systems in the articles FOBR has
presented. There is no need to provide parking in Banshee Reeks as parking can be at the long-
established Evergreen Mill equestrian parking area and a trail could be established to the
original equestrian entrance at Banshee Reeks, requiring no crossing of Woods Road.

FOBR’s assertion that we have ample Loudoun trail systems is not justifiable. Trails need to be
at least 8 miles of looped trails to be of interest to equestrians. Any shorter and the “time on
the trail” is too short in comparison to the time required to travel to and from the trail head.
Loudoun equestrians have NO large trail systems serviced by the county; none close to the size
Banshee Reeks could offer. The newly opened trail at Evergreen Mill is an out and back trail
along the landfill. Most of that park has been taken over by the landfill, is bisected by Woods
Road and will soon also be the location for a new firehouse. The trail could be a connector and
add on to Banshee but by itself will not constitute a main equestrian trail for Loudoun County
equestrians. There is one mile of trail at Lovettsville Park and about three miles of trail at
Franklin Park (which crisscrossed by frisbee golf). It takes less than a half hour to trot the trail
system at Franklin, so it is not a major trail destination. The longest trails in Loudoun County are
Oatlands at 7 miles and which is maintained by equestrian volunteers, and the new Sweet Run
Park, more than twenty miles from Banshee. Both trail systems are pay to use.

Equestrians are an underserved and misunderstood geographic supporting the economy,
culture, and open spaces of Loudoun County. Our ask to be properly included in Banshee Reeks
will reverse nearly a quarter century of obstruction of the initial Banshee Reeks Park and
Preserve Master Plan and will more than quadruple the miles of trail open to equestrian use
managed by the county.



Tri-State Riding Club <info4tsrc@gmail.com>
to Phyllis.Randall, uli.Briskman, Mike.Turner, Tony.Buffington, Sylvia.Glass, Matt.Letour
neau, Kristen.Umstattd, Koran.Saines, Caleb.Kershner, Adair, Tri-State, bcc: me

Dear Chair Randall and all members of the Board of Supervisors:

On behalf of the Tri-State Riding Club, we support the development of horse
trails within the Banshee Reeks Nature Preserve.

Many of our 180 members are trail riders and some also belong to the U.S. Trail Riders
association.

Trail riders are, by and large, stewards of the trails on which they ride, advocates

of natural resources, habitat and wildlife preservation. Trail riders respect and
appreciate the trail systems that have been developed in

many other counties within our state. Loudoun County is lacking in such support for a
community that provides major economic benefits to our county. Loudoun

horses do mean business. But, also equestrians can be an important part of

the stewardship of the preserve. For instance, there is a long-standing compatible
relationship between trail riders and Sweet Gum State Park (formerly Blue RidgeCenter
for Environmental Stewardship). Issues have been addressed, logistics worked out and a
plan to move forward

developed by Kelly Foltman, President of the Loudoun County Equine Alliance,

and Karen Jones of the Potomac Heritage Trails Association.

We fully support their work and plans to finally allow equestrians to enjoy the treasure
of Banshee Reeks Nature Preserve.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our comments.
Sincerely,

Adair Soho
President, Tri-State Riding Club
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Non-native plant species pose a serious ecological and economic threat to managed and natural
ecosystems; therefore, there is a great need to identify sources for the introduction of non-native species
and develop management plans to reduce or eliminate their introduction. Horses have been suggested to
be an important source for the introduction of non-native plant species along trails, but the conclusions
were based on anecdotal evidence. In this study, horse hay, manure, and hoof debris samples were

Kengrds: collected from 12 to 24 horses at five endurance ride events in North Carolina, Kentucky, Illinois,
Invasive plants . . R . .

Horses Wisconsin, and Michigan. One sub-sample of each material from each horse was sown in pots and grown
Trails under ideal conditions to determine if horse hay, manure, and hoof debris samples contained seeds from
Manure non-native species. A second sub-sample of each material from each horse was placed back on their

Hay respective trail to determine what plants would germinate and establish on the trail. Vegetation surveys
Forests were also conducted along 50 m transects perpendicular to horse and hiking (horses not permitted) trails
Disturbance at three of the five sites to compare species composition of native and non-native plant species. On
average, non-native plant species germinated in 5.2% of the hay samples in the pots, but non-native
species did not germinate from the manure or hoof debris samples. Only 3 of the 288 (~1% of total
samples) hay, manure, and hoof debris plots established on horse trails at the five sites contained plants,
all of which were native plants, at the end of the first growing season and no plants were observed at the
end of the second growing season. Non-native species composition and percent of total plants species did
not differ significantly (p = 0.56) between horse and non-horse trails, and non-native plant species were
only found within 2 m of the trail. The results of this and another study [Campbell, J.E., Gibson, D.J., 2001.
The effect of seeds of exotic species transported vie horse dung on vegetation along trail corridors. Plant
Ecology 157, 23-35] demonstrate that horse hay and manure does contain seeds of non-native plant
species, but native and non-native plant species rarely become established on horse trails because of the
harsh environmental conditions. Management and policy implication of this study are discussed.
© 2008 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction that may depend on the plants. The loss of species diversity makes
the ecosystem “unhealthy” or susceptible to degradation (Mooney
and Drake, 1986; Williamson, 1996).

Non-native species also have a pronounced economic impact.

Conservation biologists, natural resource managers, and private
landowners are increasingly concerned with the invasion of non-

native species in natural ecosystems (Mooney and Drake, 1986;
Soule, 1990; Williamson, 1996; Vitousek et al., 1997). Non-native
species, also known as alien, non-indigenous, noxious, or exotic,
are species or strains that become established in natural
ecosystems and replace native species. Non-native species pose
ecological and economic concerns. Non-native plants can decrease
biodiversity by replacing native plant species and other organisms

* Tel.: +1 608 262 0532; fax: +1 608 262 9922.
E-mail address: stgower@wisc.edu.
URL: http://forestecology.forest.wisc.edu

0378-1127/$ - see front matter © 2008 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.foreco.2008.06.012

Weeds cost the U.S. economy $32 billion a year by decreasing crop
production by 12% (Pimentel et al., 1999), and 73% of the weeds are
non-native (Pimentel, 1993). The costs estimates provided by
Pimentel and his colleagues excluded costs of (i) producing the
herbicides ($4 billion); (ii) programs to control non-native plant
species ($3 billion); and (iii) environmental and public health
damage caused by herbicides ($9 billion). Pastures for livestock are
especially susceptible to invasion by native and non-native, with
an estimated 45% of the invading species being non-native plants
(Pimentel, 1993). Forage production from pasture is a $10 billion
industry in the U.S. with losses from yield caused by non-native
species totaling $1 billion annually (USDA, 1998).
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Table 1

Study site, respective location and AERC region, and the states and provinces from which horses were selected for study

Site/(ride name) Location AERC region States and provinces represented
Biltmore Estates (Biltmore Estates Challenge) Asheville, NC SE GA, IN, KY, NC, ME, MN, ON, PA, TX, VA
Land Between the Lakes National Recreation Area (LBL Express) Golden Pond, KY SE MO, KS, KY, TN, IN,

Kickapoo State Recreation Area (AHDRA I) Oakwood, IL MW IL, MI, WI

South Kettle Moraine State Forest (Glacier Trails) Eagle, WI MW IA, IL, MI, WI

Hiawatha National Forest (Grand Island) Rapid River, MI MW IL, MI, WI

Given the large adverse effects non-native species can have on
the ecological and economic integrity of ecosystems it is critical to
prevent further degradation of natural and managed ecosystems.
Policy and management plans should be based on scientific studies
that quantify modes of invasion of non-native species into
ecosystems and identify opportunities to reduce or eliminate
their sources of introduction (Varva et al., 2007).

Disturbances, particularly unnatural ones, appear to make
ecosystems more susceptible to biological invasions (Braithewaite
etal., 1989; Binggeli, 1996). No ecosystem is free from disturbance,
and since European settlement, the forest landscape has experi-
enced increased logging, wildfire, road building, and the introduc-
tion or accidental release of non-native animals that transport
invasive plants and/or their seeds. Trail horses have been accused
of being an important source for the spread of invasive or non-
native plant species (Bates, 1935; Land, 1994). Given that non-
native plant species commonly occur in pastures and horses
consume pasture grasses and defecate on trails, it is plausible that
horses may be a source for the introduction of non-native species.
However, there are few data to support or refute this assertion (but
see Campbell and Gibson, 2001).

The availability and viability of non-native seeds is a biological
bottleneck that prevents the spread of non-native plants into forest
ecosystems. Environmental and physical conditions of the trail are
additional bottlenecks that may prevent non-native germinated
seedlings from establishing and colonizing ecosystems adjacent to
horse trails. The objectives of this research project are to: (i) assess
the importance of different sources of material (i.e. hay, manure,
and hoof debris) by which horses may introduce non-native plant
seeds; (ii) determine if seeds of non-native species introduced by
horses can germinate and establish on horse trails in forest
ecosystems; (iii) determine if non-native plant species established
on trails colonize into forest ecosystems; and (iv) compare the
presence and abundance of invasive plant species along horse trails
to other recreation activities that may also be responsible for the
spread of non-native species in forest ecosystems. The systematic
study will provide valuable data to help land managers develop
policy to mitigate the introduction of non-native plant species by
horses, if horses are an important source for non-native species.

2. Methods
2.1. Study sites and experimental design

The study was conducted in five locations along a south-north
gradient from North Carolina to Michigan that encompasses two of
the American Endurance Ride Conference (AERC) regions (Table 1).
The selection of sites was based on an effort to encompass a large
geographic region, timing of various rides, proper experimental
controls, financial resources, and logistics. The five rides encom-
passed a large geographic region of riders (15 states and one
Canadian province) and environmental conditions that make the
results have greater policy relevance. Twenty rider/horse teams
were selected, except for the Biltmore Estates ride where 24 horses
were sampled, and the AHDRA I ride where only 12 horses were
sampled. Horses were selected randomly at each ride. The owner of
each horse provided information on his/her home location so the
travel time could be approximated. Information was also obtained
on the horse’s access to pasture versus dry paddock.

At each ride, a representative sample of hay, or hay substitute,
was collected from each owner and the sample was sub-sampled
and placed in two labeled bags. A manure sample was collected
from the horse paddock, divided into two sub-samples and placed
into two labeled bags. Hoof scrapings were collected from all four
feet of the horse (except when horses had pads), combined,
thoroughly mixed, and divided into two sub-samples (Photo 1).
One sub-sample of each material was placed in a larger labeled bag
and transported back to Madison, WI for the pot germination study
and the second sub-sample of each material from each horse was
placed on the trail within 24 h of sample collection. I originally
planned to quantify the role of epizoochory for each horse at each
ride; however, none of the horses selected contained any visible
seeds.

The hay, manure, and hoof debris sub-samples for the pot
germination study were transported back to Madison, Wisconsin
and added to 151 plastic potting buckets filled with commercial
potting soil. Pots were randomized and placed in a common garden
that had similar environmental conditions. The pots were placed
outside and watered twice per week with a complete Hogland’s

Photo 1. (a) A transect containing the hay, manure, and hoof debris samples collected from 20 horses participating in the Land Between the Lakes (LBL) Express endurance
ride in 2005; (b) close-up of a hay sub-samples placed on the trail; and (c) close up of a manure sub-sampled placed on the trail.
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nutrient solution to ensure the germinating plants had adequate
water and nutrients. Plants were grown to the end of August and
each germinated plant was identified by species and classified as
native or non-native (USDA Natural Resources Conservation
Services, 2007). I used this source because it is a recognized
federal source that most states use, and they provide additional
information on the life history and origin for most species.

The second sub-sample of hay, manure, and hoof debris was
placed in a 50 cm diameter plot located every meter along a
transect at five random locations along a trail designated for horses
(Photo 1). The start and end point of each transect was marked
with a large plastic stake driven flush to the ground so the transect
could be re-located. At the end of the 2005 and 2006 growing
season each plot was surveyed and each germinated plant was
identified by species and status (native or non-native).

The plots on the trails were re-surveyed in summer 2006 to
verify 2005 results and obtain ancillary data needed to explain
why survivorship rates were so low. To test the hypothesis that
resource(s) limitation were limiting the successful establish-
ment of plant species, soil water holding capacity (percent by
volume), soil bulk density (mass per unit volume), and fraction
of incoming photosynthetic active radiation, or visible light
(Fipar) were measured at each of the five transect locations
at the five study sites. Photosynthetic active radiation was
measured simultaneously outside the forest along a nearby road
and in the middle of transects using a sunfleck ceptometer
(Decagon Devices, Pullman, WA) equipped with 40 integrated
sensors that measure visible light (400-700 nm). Field measure-
ments and data analysis followed (Fassnacht et al., 1994; Gower
et al., 1999). Soil bulk density was measured for 0-20 cm depth
at a random location along each of the five transects using
standard method (Elliott et al., 1999). Soil water holding
capacity was indirectly estimated from soil texture analysis. A
5 cm diameter core (0-20 cm depth) was collected at a random
location along each of the five transects and soil texture was
measured in the laboratory using the hygrometer technique
(Bouyoucos, 1962).

To answer the third objective,0.25 m x 0.25 m vegetation survey
plots were established along a transect that was perpendicular to the

same horse trail where sub-samples were placed. Plots were
established at 0.25, 0.5, 1.0, 2.5, 5.0,10.0, 15.0, 25.0,37.5 and 50.0 m
from the trail. Five transects were established at each study site. The
number of non-native invasive species was recorded in each plot and
data was expressed as a percentage of total species present. Data
were not expressed on a percent cover, area, biomass, or other
criteria because these latter variables are extremely sensitive to
phenology of each species. Repeated measurements over several
years would be needed to better quantify the likelihood of the non-
native invasive species to become established and out-compete
native species.

At three study sites (Land Between the Lakes National
Recreation Area, KY; Kickapoo State Recreation Area, IL; and
Southern Kettle Moraine State Forest, WI) five additional transects
were established on trails open to hikers but closed to horses. The
KY, IL and WI sites were the only study sites where horse and non-
horse trails were close to each other (i.e. similar environmental,
ecological and edaphic conditions). Ten similar locations were
identified and five were randomly selected for study.

2.2. Statistical analysis

No formal statistical analyses were performed to determine if
the presence of invasive species composition in the pot study
was significantly greater than zero (Objective 1) because
the occurrence of invasive species was very low, or if the
presence of non-native invasive species in plots in the trail
transects was significantly greater than zero (Objective 2)
because invasive species were absent in years 1 and 2. A
paired t-test was conducted to determine if invasive species
composition differed significantly between horse and non-horse
trails for plots of similar distance from the trail (Steel and Torrie,
1980). This analysis is based on the assumption that the
biophysical condition for transects perpendicular to horse and
non-horse trails were similar, except for type of use. This
assumption is reasonably valid but difficult to validate. Analyses
were done using SAS version 9.1 (SAS Institute 2003). An
alpha = 0.05 was used to test for statistical significance for all
analyses.

Table 2
Summary of non-native plant species present in the pot study
Study site (scientific name) Common name Federal weed status Nativity location and status %
Biltmore Estates, NC

Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. Canada thistle NW L48 (I), CN (I) 2

Carduus nutans L. Musk thistle NW L48 (I), CN (W) 1
Total 3
Land Between the Lakes National Recreation Area, KY

Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. Canada thistle NW L48 (I), CN (I) 2

Setaria faberi Herrm. Giant foxtail NW L48 (I), CN (I) 1
Total 3
Kickapoo State Recreation Area, IL

Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. Canada thistle NW L48 (I), CN (I) <1
Total <1
South Kettle Moraine State Forest, WI

Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. Canada thistle NW L48 (I), CN (I) 1
Total 1
Hiwatha National Forest, MI

Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. Canada thistle NW L48 (I), CN (I) 2
Total 2

Classification of non-native, invasive status was based on NRCS 2007. State weed status: CBW = class B noxious weed; NW - noxious weed; nativity status: (I) = introduced;

nativity location: L48 = lower 48 states in the U.S., CN = Canada.
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Fig. 1. Percent of germinated plants in the pots that were non-native species. Values
are based on the 26, 20, 20, 20, and 12 samples of hay, manure, and hoof debris
collected at the Biltmore Estates, Land Between the Lakes (LBL), Arabian Horse
Distance Rider Association I (AHDRA), Glacier Trails, and Grand Island rides,
respectively.

3. Results

Non-native invasive plant species only occurred in the potting
buckets that contained hay samples (Table 2). Non-native plants
comprised 3, 3, <1, 1, and 2% of the total plants in the pots from the
Biltmore Estates, Land Between the Lakes, AHDRA I, Glacier Trails
and Grand Island rides, respectively (Fig. 1).

The germination and survivorship of plants on the trail was
extremely low. Based on resurvey of the plots along the five
transects on the trail at each site in late summer 2005, only one hay
plot at Biltmore Estates and two hay plots at Land Between the
Lakes sites contained plants, and the plants at both sites were
native grasses (Fig. 2). In other words, 3.8, 10, 0, 0, and 0% of the hay
plots on the trails contained plants in 2005, and no plants grew in
the manure and hoof debris plots. A resurvey of transects in 2006
revealed no plants were alive in any plots and the presence of non-
native plants did not differ significantly from 0 at all five study
sites.

Vegetation composition of transects perpendicular to the trail
was dominated by native species both along the horse trails (94-
98%) and trails where horses are prohibited (93-99%) (Fig. 3). Non-
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Fig. 2. Percent of all (hay, manure and hoof debris) plots at each study site that
contained germinated native and non-native plants. Legend is as follows: hay = H;
manure = M; hoof debris = HD; native = N and non-native = NN.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the percent composition of native (N) and non-native (NN)
plant species observed for the five transects perpendicular to trails where horses are
prohibited (NH = no horse) and allowed (H = horses allowed). All values are based
on the average of all plots along the 50 m transect that was perpendicular to the
trail.

native species composition did not differ significantly (p > 0.05)
between horse and hiking (i.e. non-horse) trails, and ranged from 1
to 7% for hiking trails and 2 to 6% for horses trails. All non-native
plants occurred with in 2 m of horse and non-horse trails.

4. Discussion
4.1. Are horses important sources of non-native plants?

Non-native plants are a serious economic and ecological threat
to natural ecosystems and therefore it is important to identify the
major sources of non-native species, and implement management
opportunities to reduce or eliminate their introduction. Animal-
mediated spread of invasive plant species is a worldwide problem
(Schiffman, 1997). The role of animals depositing seeds in
environments where the germinating plants can successfully
establish is important for the colonization of invasive plants in
disturbed or fragmented landscapes (Schiffman, 1997; Varva et al.,
2007). Domestic and wild livestock can potentially spread invasive
plants by three main processes: endozoochory, epizochory, and
synzoochory. Endozoochory is the dispersal of seeds by animals by
transporting the seeds within the organisms (i.e. digestive tract).
Epizochory is the dispersal of seeds by animals by transporting the
seeds outside the organisms (i.e. seeds adhered to coat of the
animal). Synzoochory is the dispersal of seeds by animals
transporting to seeds in their mouth for consumption or cache.
Equines can potentially transport seeds of non-native plants by
endozoochory or epizoochory.

The results from the pot study clearly demonstrated that hay is
the primary source of non-native plants, but non-native invasive
plants comprised a maximum of 3% of the total number of plants
germinated, and averaged <2% of total plants germinated for the
five study sites. The two common plants encountered were Canada
and musk thistle. Canada thistle is native to southeast Europe and
Asia, and was likely introduced to the United States in the 1700s as
a contaminant of crop seed. Musk thistle is a biennial plant that
was introduced, by accident, from Europe in the 1800s. The seeds
of both are animal and wind dispersed.

The results from this study suggest that non-native seeds were
absent in horse manure, a finding that is consistent with the
preliminary findings reported by Dominican University scientists
(http://www.dominican.edu/dominicannews/weeds/index.html).
Conversely, Campbell and Gibson (2001) reported that non-native
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species comprised 15% of all plant species that germinated from
horse manure in a study in southern Illinois. Early studies reported
that that non-native seeds are passed through horses (Harmon and
Kiem, 1934; Benninger-Truaz et al., 1992), but there was no
attempt to determine if the seeds were viable. Studies have shown
that the mastication and digestion of viable weed seed reduces its
viability by over 90% in a wide range of livestock (Cash et al., 2006).

Although non-native invasive plant species were present in hay
samples, and germinated in the pots, the results from the trail plots
were striking different. Of the 288 hay, manure and hoof debris
samples placed on the trails, only three plots contained any living
vegetation, and the three plants were not non-native species. The
results from this study corroborate the results of Campbell and
Gibson (2001) who also found successful germination and
establishment of invasive plants was significantly lower in the
trail plots (1 species) than greenhouse study (23 species). This
study and other studies also observed that the presence of non-
native species is greater immediately adjacent to trails and roads
(Tyser and Worley, 1992; Parendes and Jones, 2000), but the
presence of non-native plant species along the trail does not differ
between horse trails and trails where horses are prohibited (Evans,
1981; Campbell and Gibson, 2001). Collectively, these studies
provide compelling evidence that horses are not significant vectors
for the introduction of non-native invasive species.

The 1% germination and establishment rate observed for plots
on the horse trails illustrates the difficult physical and environ-
mental conditions seedlings experience during the critical
germination and establishment phase. Why do plants have such
a low success rate of becoming established on horse trails? It is
difficult to determine whether germination or establishment was
the bottleneck for plant survival in this study because transects
were surveyed only once in 2005 and 2006. Causes of seed
mortality during the germination phase include (i) predation by
vertebrates, invertebrates, fungi and bacteria; (ii) inadequate
reserves in the seed caused by physiological aging; and (iii)
alteration of the seed by organisms that passed the seed. Seeds at
the surface of soil are very susceptible to loss of storage reserves
because of warm soil temperatures and desiccation (Roberts, 1988;
Mohler, 2001; Liebman et al., 2001). Seed predation is less likely
because modest germination of seeds occurred when they were
grown in pots under ideal environmental condition. The period of
plant establishment, defined here as the stage between germina-
tion and the production of the first true leaf, is thought to be the
major bottleneck for some species (Boutin and Harper, 1991).
Causes for seedling mortality include exhaustion of seed reserves,
improper environmental conditions (i.e. drought or low pH),
seedling disturbance, seedling herbivory, or defects of seedlings.
Several of these factors may explain the extremely low germina-
tion and/or survival rate of the samples placed on the trail. Horse
trails are a highly disturbed system; the frequent disturbance of
the soil of heavily used horse trails makes it difficult for seedlings
to become established.

Environmental conditions of horse trails also adversely affect
plant germination and establishment. Light is the most important
environmental cue that promotes the germination of dormant
seeds in the soil (Mohler, 2001). Plant germination responds to
visible light in the red wavelength—the same wavelength that
plants use for photosynthesis. Light passing through a heavy
overstory canopy is depleted in the red wavelength, and as a result
the germination of shade intolerant species is inhibited (Gorski,
1975). Moreover, adequate light is required by seedlings for
photosynthesis and production of carbohydrates needed for plant
growth. Many of the non-native weedy plants are extremely shade
intolerant—that is to say they require modest to full sunlight
(Fenner, 1978). The percent of incoming visible light reaching the

soil surface averaged less than 10% at four of the five sites (Fig. 4a).
Except for the Grand Island site, the light levels measured were
considerably below the requirements for shade intolerant weed
species.

A second factor that may have contributed to the poor
germination and establishment of plants on the trails is water
availability (Dale and Weaver, 1974). Soil water holding capacity
was lowest at the Grand Island site because of the large fraction of
the soil particles were sand (Fig. 4c). Young emerging seedlings are
especially susceptible to desiccation and drought (Mohler, 2001).
Soil compaction also decreases water infiltration in the soil,
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thereby decreasing water available for plant uptake (Landsberg
and Gower, 1997). The bulk density, or mass per unit volume of
soil, was above 1.6 g/cm? (Fig. 4b)—a value that as a general rule of
thumb impedes the growth of fine roots of most plants. Soil bulk
density is typically greater for trails than forest interior (Bates,
1935; Weaver and Dale, 1978).

4.2. Management opportunities and policy implications

The invasion on non-native invasive plants is a serious problem,
as illustrated by the quadrupling of western federal lands
containing invasive species between 1985 and 1995 (Westbrooks,
1998). However, management and policy actions should be based
on sound research that distinguishes the major sources and their
major potential pathways of introducing non-native plants. For
example, ungulate herbivory, particularly livestock, has a con-
siderable detrimental impact of the species composition, structure,
and function of native plant communities (Fleischner, 1994;
Hobbs, 1996). There is increasing information that suggests
herbivory by wild ungulates has negative impact on ecosystems
(Augustine and McNaughton, 1998; Riggs et al., 2000; Kie and
Lehmkuhl, 2001; Gill and Beardall, 2001). Hence, it is important to
distinguish the potential adverse effects of grazing domestic and
wild ungulates from other animal-related activities. Moreover, the
relationship between grazing animals and invasive plants differs
between ecosystems (see review by Varva et al., 2007). The results
from this study may not be representative for other geographic
regions in the United States, or for other types of horse activities
(e.g. range grazing versus trail riding). Additional research is
needed to determine if the results from this study are representa-
tive for other regions and equine activities. There is at least one
other study underway in California (http://www.dominican.edu/
dominicannews/weeds/index.html).

This study examined the role of horses as a source of non-native
plants on trails in forest ecosystems in five study areas that
spanned a broad geographic and environmental gradient in the
eastern United States. Species composition of “non-native invasive
plants” should be considered when using results from scientific
studies to develop management policy. There is no consistent use
of the terms invasive, exotic, and noxious plants. For consistency, |
adopted the USDA National Resource Conservation Service
classification system, but there are many other weedy and invasive
plant species textbooks. Important commercial plant species used
as forage for livestock and soil erosion control (e.g. lespedeza,
Kummerowia striata) have been considered exotic (Campbell and
Gibson, 2001), yet they are actively cultivated in adjacent
ecosystems. Interestingly, none of the plants Campbell and Gibson
classified as exotic (following Mohelenbrock, 1986) are not on the
USDA NRCS noxious weed list for Illinois. The lack of consistent
definitions and standard state or federal list creates unnecessary
confusion in the scientific literature, which adversely affects
management and policy decisions. It would seem prudent to
concentrate on plant species that adversely affect ecosystems and
ignore non-native plants that are actively used in agriculture and
environmental engineering.

Several studies have reported that disturbances such as road
and trails facilitate the invasion of non-native plant species (Bates,
1935; Hall and Kuss, 1989; Benninger-Truaz et al., 1992; Adkinson
and Jackson, 1996; Campbell and Gibson, 2001, this study). The
disturbance effect of the trails is estimated to be 1-2 m (Cole,
1987; Dale and Weaver, 1974). Adkinson and Jackson (1996)
concluded that it is doubtful that trails exert a major influence on
the functioning of adjacent communities.

Despite the extremely low germination and establishment rates
of plants on the horse trails, the presence of non-native seed in the

hay samples suggests horses pose a threat for the introduction of
non-native plant species. Proper disposal of unused or spoiled hay
would lessen the likelihood that seeds from non-native plants get
established. Waste in the compost piles could be incinerated or
allowed to decompose in a designated area at trail heads.

5. Conclusions

Horse hay and manure can contain seeds of non-native plant
species; however, success of germinating and becoming estab-
lished on active horse trails in forest ecosystems in the eastern USA
is extremely low (this study and Campbell and Gibson, 2001).
Future studies should use a standardized non-native weed list (i.e.
USDA NRCS) to avoid confusion in the scientific literature and
facilitate sound management and policy decisions.
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